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1. Introduction 
Although the general aim of this paper is the methodological part of my PhD-thesis, I am 
going to start with a short recapitulation of my theoretical argument, as this has been changed 
quite significantly after the last NCCR research colloquium and several other presentations of 
my concept. I am now taking the rescaling literature as a starting point of my argument and 
develop more specific hypothesis out of two additional theoretical arguments, namely the 
varieties of capitalism approach and the debate on multi-level-governance. This allows for a 
more refined tool to analyse the mechanisms of city regions‟ international activities. I will 
thereafter present the case selection and the procedure of data collection. Then, a section on 
the methodology of expert interviews will follow. A short summary of the case studies in 
progress is concluding this paper. 
2. Recapitulation of Research Project and Theoretical Argument 
The starting point of my research was the discovery that International activities of urban areas 
are currently mushrooming at a global and especially European level. City-regions are 
increasingly connected either through city partnerships or through city networks. These 
activities crosscut the longstanding hierarchical order of nation states. Our common 
understanding of multi-level-governance does not fit with these newly emerging activities 
(“jumping of scales”, see Brenner 2000: 375ff.). The research question of my project is thus: 
What explains the differences (both in intention and content) between city-regions in their 
international activities? 
I will argue that three theoretical strands need to be combined for a full understanding of city 
regions‟ international activities. The rescaling theory will provide the foundation of my 
argument. Nevertheless, the rescaling theory is based on the problematic assumption that city-
regions necessarily “need” to follow a general path towards neo-liberal trends in the era of 
globalisation. As the empirical material on international activities of city-regions shows, this 
is obviously not the case. Two additional theoretical strands need to be taken into account to 
allow for a full theoretical conceptualisation of the phenomenon of city-regions‟ foreign 
policy: First the variety of capitalism-thesis, which is in a way contradictory to the rescaling 
literature, but helps to understand why different regions follow different paths of trajectories 
within their international activities and second multi-level governance approaches, with a 
special focus on the role of the European Union (EU).  
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2.1 Rescaling 
As I have laid out the rescaling argument on state acting capacities in last semester‟s paper, I 
will just restate the general hypothesis: 
City-regions increase their efforts in international activities to remain competitive or regain 
competitiveness.  
The rescaling literature is criticised because it assumes that all city-regions need to follow this 
general trend towards a neo-liberal policy. Others, however, have argued that there is “room 
for manoeuvre” for city-regions (Blatter 2007, Savitch/Kantor 2002, van der Heiden/Terhorst 
2007). The path dependency of these globalisation processes on the city-region‟s level is not 
as clear as presented in the rescaling literature. 
The aim of my research is to test whether international activities of cities “provide an 
alternative route for exploration which may soften the economic fragmentation and social 
polarisation which derive from the crude dictates of „marketised‟ territorial competition” 
(Graham 1995: 518) or if Brenner‟s (2006: 294) pessimistic assumption that “interurban 
networking initiatives have not […] generated an alternative basis for urban governance that 
transcends the competitive logic or urban locations policies” holds true. 
2.2 Varieties of Capitalism 
The neglecting of different trajectory paths for city-regions by the rescaling theory is taken up 
by the varieties of capitalism approach. I argue that the variety of national and regional 
capitalisms allows city-regions to follow different strategies as a reaction to the 
transformations and pressures induced by glocalisation (Hall/Soskice 2001).  
The variety of capitalism thesis says, first, that political-economic institutions form a coherent 
whole, and second, convergence of different forms of capitalism is very unlikely to happen in 
the era of globalisation (Rogers Hollingsworth/Boyer 1997). Due to institutional 
complementarity, social systems of production change only very slowly. In addition, and 
more importantly, each specific institutional configuration provides a comparative advantage 
to certain economic activities and stimulates economic specialisation (Kitschelt et al. 1999). 
Applying this theoretical approach to the question of city-region‟s international activities 
seems fruitful, as it puts the policy choices (or non-choices) of city-regions‟ political leaders 
in a different light. The rescaling literature argues for an increasing engagement within 
international activities to take part in the globalisation process. But the variety of capitalism 
thesis argues that there is only a specific need for certain international activities for certain 
cities, namely those that are most vulnerable of global economic processes (van der 
Heiden/Terhorst 2007). The hypothesis from this approach is thus: 
City-regions engage in international activities according to their specific economic needs. 
2.3 Multi-Level-Governance 
International activities of city-regions challenge our understanding of intergovernmental 
relations. It is therefore especially interesting to see, whether and how these newly emerging 
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activities on the city-region‟s level interfere with the traditional scaling of nation states. The 
basic hypothesis of this approach is: 
International activities of city-regions are pursued as a means of strengthening a city-
region’s position against other levels of government.  
More precisely, this strengthening is possible against three levels. First, the core city itself can 
strengthen its position against its suburbs. This can happen because international activities are 
mostly carried out by core cities and it is the core city that connects the Hinterland to the 
global economy. Smaller suburbs do usually not have the financial capacity to act on the 
international floor themselves. Either the metropolitan area, i.e. the core city and the suburbs, 
stand together in order to increase their ability to work collectively towards common ends or 
they are engaged in internal conflicts. In the latter case, the city-region as a whole looses its 
possibility to face the challenges of the global market.  
Second, it is argued that international activities of city-regions are used to strengthen their 
position towards the upper levels in the multi-level-governance scheme of national states. Le 
Galès (2002) holds that the current context of globalisation and the construction of the EU 
puts nation states in crisis, thereby presenting an unprecedented opportunity for cities to come 
to the fore and strengthen their position with respect to upper-level governments. Foreign 
policy is a policy area where the dominance of the national scale has been seen as 
predominantly given (Grande/Pauly 2005). Although there is some literature on the 
involvement and growing self-confidence in transborder relations of sub-national units (see 
e.g. Blatter 1997), the notion of city-regions taking up their own foreign policy is new. The 
strengthened position of city-regions in the economic processes (see above) might be used by 
city-regions‟ officials to strengthen their bargaining position in the multi-level processes of 
politics as well. 
On the other side, upper level governments can either support it when city-regions take up 
their own international activities, thereby forming a strong coalition aiming at fostering the 
competitiveness of urban areas. Or they can see these newly emerging activities as a 
competition to their own activities on the international level. Whether this new set-up within 
the traditional understanding of multi-level-governance has to be understood as a zero-sum-
game depends on the reaction of upper-level-governments.  
An additional aspect of multi-level-governance emerged when I conducted the foreign case 
studies of Stuttgart and Lyon. The role of the EU has proven to be crucial in the analysis of 
international activities of city-regions. This influence is twofold: On the one hand, the EU is 
directly financing some network activities. This happens in the wake of the “Europe of the 
Regions Strategy”, where the EU tries to increase its influence by bypassing the national scale 
and tries to get directly involved in regional and local policy-making. Thus, it is not surprising 
that the EU has an interest in strong city-regions and fosters these networking activities 
accordingly. However, the EU is on the other hand the addressee of some international 
networks. As lobbying the EU is seen as a difficult task, networking helps to overcome 
deficits in knowledge on how to approach the EU, on what purpose, by whom and it also 
helps to pool resources in this context. Stuttgart, although seen as a leader in accessing the EU 
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in this respect, has profited from its networking activity (e.g. through Metrex or Polis) by 
being aware of upcoming policy changes initiated by the EU.  
Swiss cities are absent from this scene. Taking part in EU-oriented networks is sometimes just 
very demanding and sometimes impossible for Swiss cities. As the (financial) hurdles for 
non-EU city-regions for participation are higher, this discourages Swiss cities from taking up 
efforts in international networking. In addition, if the aim of a network is to lobby at the EU 
level, this is obviously not very promising for Swiss cities, as there is no direct interplay 
between Swiss cities and the EU. Thus, it is much more complex for cities outside the EU to 
participate in these networks. 
3. Case Selection 
As I have presented the case selection already in my last paper at the NCCR, I just briefly 
recapitulate that my research is based on comparative case studies of five Swiss city-regions 
(Berne, Lausanne, Lucerne, Geneva and Zurich), and two European city-regions outside 
Switzerland (Stuttgart and Lyon). The basic idea behind the selection of these cases was to 
cover all large Swiss metropolitan areas and to have two comparable cases outside of 
Switzerland to test for the hypothesis that the European Union plays a crucial role in city 
networking.  
Basle was excluded from the analysis because the canton of Basle-Stadt is in charge of all 
international activities (no communal level) and these international activities are focussed on 
the Basle agglomeration itself (Trinationale Region Basel). The choice of Stuttgart and Lyon 
was made because these city regions are comparable concerning their relative importance 
within the national state (“secondary cities”) and because a first glance predicted variety both 
in amount and content of international activities.  
4. Data Material/Case Study Protocol 
Before starting the case studies, I set up a case study protocol related to the original 
theoretical framework. First, I made a case study protocol for each individual international 
activity which is more descriptively oriented. A second case study protocol for each city 
region is more aiming at finding the patterns behind the diverse international activities on an 
analytical level. The combination of these two case study protocols should allow for an all 
encompassing analysis of each city region‟s international activities. The case study protocols 
are in the appendix.  
I then started the empirical field work by identifying all international activities for each 
community within a city region. This was sometimes very easy (where a governmental office 
could provide me with such a list) and sometimes very demanding (for smaller communities). 
I did this with a snowball principle, checking for every new network that I discovered if any 
other Swiss community was a member or not. For city partnerships, the Swiss cities 
organization (Städteverband) provided me with a list of all partnerships of Swiss cities which 
unfortunately turned out to be rather out of date. So I called the administration of all 
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communities over 10‟000 inhabitants within the city regions under scrutiny to find out 
weather they have a partner city or if they are engaged in a network
1
.  
I then started to look for data material on city‟s international activities. There were basically 
three sources: 
1. The internet, which provided information about the international networks and mostly on 
the participation of each city as well. This was the “backbone” for the second step of data 
collection, expert interviews.  
2. I then identified the central actor for each city which is responsible for the cooperation 
within a certain network or a certain partnership and conducted an interview with him/her. 
These interviews were based on an interview guideline that had to be adopted for each 
individual interview and which is based on the theoretical argument of my research and the 
case study protocol
2. Additionally, for each core city, I tried to identify “general” key actors 
responsible for international activities and conducted a more general interview with them 
which focussed more on strategic questions rather than on single international activities.  
3. At the end of each interview, I asked the interview partners for other networks or 
partnerships they were aware of (again the snowball principle). I also asked for data material 
that I did not discover so far (“grey literature”). This grey literature is the third source of 
information for my research project. 
This, all in all, will allow me to produce case studies on the international activities of each of 
the seven city regions under scrutiny. This case study report will then be the basis of my 
dissertation project.  
                                                 
1
 10'000 is on the one side the formal margin to be a city. On the other hand, during my research, I found out that 
communities with no more than 10‟000 inhabitants hardly have any partner cities.  
2
 The interview guideline (in German) can be found in appendix 2.  
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5. Method 
Qualitative expert interviews are the main method of data collection in my project. Although 
there are some problems attached to this research instrument, it seems plausible in this project 
for two reasons. First, the study has an explorative character in an area where nearly no 
research has been done before (especially in Switzerland). So I can nearly not rely on 
secondary data. Second, people are at the heart of this research project. The discourse around 
the felt necessity to adapt to global pressures at the city region‟s level can only be discovered 
and described by interviewing those people that are potentially part of this discourse (see 
Yanow 1992).  
A qualitative approach is preferred because I try to identify the underlying mechanisms and 
decision making procedures within city regions international activities. The aim of the case 
studies (Yin 1994) is to produce a “thick description” (Geertz 1987) of the developments and 
dynamics within the field of international activities for each city-region under scrutiny. 
The validity of the data collected with this approach is certainly not unproblematic. As I only 
interview one person for each network in a city, I can not discover different interpretations of 
one and the same international activity. I am in a way dependent of this persons attitude and 
the knowledge he/she shares with me or not. But as the goal of my project is more on an 
analytical level, this problem is not as troublesome as it looks like at a first glance. First of all, 
I can rely on several data sources even for a single cooperation of y city within a certain 
network (material provided from the network itself, from the interview partner and the 
interview itself). This allows, although in a reduced way, for a validisation of the information 
provided within the interviews. And secondly, I can look for patterns in the interviews across 
the different networks when it comes to questions of the general strategy of a city or a city 
region and its adaptation to global pressures. The discourse to be analysed is generally one 
that is more or less detached from the single network cooperation.  
My methodological approach on qualitative expert interviews is based on Meuser/Nagel 
(1991) and Kvale (1996) and for the qualitative textual analysis I rely on Mayring (2000). An 
expert interview can be defined as a planned approach with a scientific orientation to induce 
verbal reactions of the interviewed person by a set of specific questions 
(Atteslander/Kneubühler 1975: 88 und Friedrichs 1973: 207). Expert interviews are an 
instrument of data collection which aims at detecting “exclusive experiences and knowledge” 
(Meuser/Nagel 1991: 444) of involved people. 
An expert interview is a qualitative, open research instrument with little interaction between 
interviewer and interviewee. The expert knowledge is at the heart of the investigation. Experts 
give information on their own field of action. Therefore, their know-how is operational and 
not contextual knowledge (Meuser/Nagel 1991: 446). The person itself is not the subject of 
the analysis, but is part of the field of action which constitutes the object of research 
(Meuser/Nagel 1991: 442f.). 
Additionally, if possible, the computer programme Atlas-ti will be used to support the 
interpretation of the interview data in a more quantitative way (see Franzosi 1989, 1994, 
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2004). This is especially useful when conducting a large number of interviews, as it is the 
case in this research project. With Atlas-Ti, a text can be coded along categories that one 
chooses. This coding can include several levels, so that not only paragraphs can be coded, but 
single arguments, sentences and if one likes, even words. The goal of this approach is a 
twofold one: First, it is much easier to compare the different answers to one and the same 
question if they are labelled and Atlas-TI can sort the different codings together. Second, I can 
look for patterns within and across interviews. So I will not only be able to count which 
argument has been used how many times and by which actors in which city, but additionally 
in which contexts. Atlas-TI allows you to look for combinations of arguments or paragraphs, 
a kind of quasi-quantitative discourse analysis. This is of course shortcoming when the goal is 
to analyse a certain discourse, but it can be a starting point to identify the important arguments 
and the use of them.  
6. First Results 
As I am currently finishing the last case studies (Lausanne and Geneva) within our project, I 
will present some conclusions for the city regions under scrutiny on a rather general level. I 
have developed a more theoretical oriented paper that is based on a comparison of the two 
city regions of Zurich and Stuttgart elsewhere (see van der Heiden 2007).  
I found an astonishing variety within the international activities of the Swiss cities. The city of 
Geneva is active in international networking. Its city officials think that this is necessary for 
its role as an international city, but is still trying to find its strategy within this field. Geneva is 
the only Swiss city with a special service that deals with the city‟s international relations. 
Although this service is active for five years now, there is still a lack of coherence between 
the diverse international contacts carried out on the departmental level. 
Zurich clearly lacks a coherent strategy within its international activities although it is the 
second most active Swiss city on the international level (behind Geneva). There are some 
tendencies that Zurich is trying to shift its attention within international activities more 
towards the goal of increased competitiveness instead of international solidarity. 
Lucerne has a coherent strategy within its international activities. Knowing its economic 
vulnerability of the tourist business, it knows that international activities are important for the 
city-region. Therefore, it logically and coherently focuses on city partnerships rather than on 
thematic city networking. 
For both Lausanne and Berne, I could neither identify many international activities nor a 
coherent strategy behind these activities. This is especially interesting in the case of Berne as 
the capital city. It seems to rely more on traditional contacts through multi-level-governance 
within Switzerland when it comes to questions of positioning the city on a European scale 
rather than on international city-networking.  
Therefore, I conclude that Swiss cities have not (yet) formulated coherent 'foreign policy' 
strategies - very unlike most of their European counterparts. The contrast to the two city-
regions on the European scale under scrutiny is significant. Both Stuttgart and Lyon have 
developed a coherent strategy within their international activities over the last five to ten 
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years. The city officials perceive it as a vital instrument of urban areas‟ policy making in the 
age of globalisation. Although Stuttgart is aiming to increase its competitiveness and Lyon 
rather at global solidarity, there is a very lively debate about the necessity of an „urban foreign 
policy„ in both cities. This debate is almost completely absent in Swiss city-regions.  
7. Conclusion 
In this paper, I tried to do three things. First, to give you an update of the theoretical 
framework that I think is most useful to analyse city regions‟ international activities. I argued 
that the rescaling theory provides a fruitful basis for the understanding of these processes. It 
predicts a clear pattern towards increased international activities that are oriented towards 
economic competitiveness due to the logic of globalization pressures. As the empirical 
evidence from my case studies shows that this is obviously not true, I focussed my theoretical 
argument on how to explain these differences in content and intention of city regions‟ 
international activities. The variety of capitalism approach provides a fruitful argument why 
different city regions react differently to global economic processes and are therefore also 
under different kinds of pressures concerning their necessity to act on a global level. As the 
EU plays a crucial role within city regions‟ international activities, and because these 
activities crosscut our traditional understanding of multi-level-governance, this theoretical 
strand is included as well. I argue that city regions use international activities to strengthen 
their position towards other scale of government.  
Second, I presented the methodological part of this research project. This included the 
selection of city regions, the data gathering approach and my argument, that qualitative expert 
interviews are the best instrument in this research field. I additionally presented the case study 
protocol and the interview guideline as the operationalisation steps when proceeding with 
expert interviews. 
Third, a short overview of the preliminary results for the case studies along the proposed 
theoretical argument was given.  
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Appendix 1: Case Study Protocol 
A) Descriptive questions for each international activity: 
1. Initiation 
 Who initiated the international contact? 
 Who signed the contract? 
 Who was involved in the decision making process for participation? 
 Why was the international activity joined? 
 When was the activity initiated? 
2. Content 
 What is it about? 
 What for?  
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 Gains for the city? 
 Changes over time?  
 Changes in the orientation?  
 Depending on what? 
3. Aim 
 Scope?  
 Intention? 
 What reason was/is behind the activity? 
 What for?  
 Or against what (other levels)? 
4. Cooperation with other communities 
 What for?  
 When?  
 Why?  
 With whom? 
5. Cooperation with the canton:  
 What for?  
 When?  
 Why?  
 With whom? 
6. Cooperation with the federal level 
 What for?  
 When?  
 Why?  
 With whom? 
7. Bureau-shaping 
 Who profits? 
 Personal profit? 
 Carrier ladder? 
 Qualification? 
 Regard? 
B) Analytical questions for each city region: 
1. Is there a strategy at all behind the international activities? 
 Are they only different relations carried out by many actors or rather a coherent 
strategy? 
 Has this strategy to do with globalisation/internationalisation processes? 
 How are the actors reflecting/defending their engagement in international 
activities? 
2. What agenda is behind the international activities? 
 Rather social/political or economic orientation (the latter would be the theoretical 
idea)? 
 Do policy contents change because of rescaling processes (towards a neoliberal 
agenda)? 
3. Is politics loosing control? 
 Who is in charge of the international activities? 
 Changes over time: Nowadays more PPP or rather more political steering? 
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4. Is there a national urban growth coalition visible? 
 Are there interest groups that are part of the international activities who try to use 
them for pure self interest? 
 On what level do these interest groups operate. Local, national or both? 
 How do they work together? 
 Towards what goal? 
5. Are decision making procedures more centralized now? (local gov.) 
 Strengthening of the role of the mayor? 
 Relationship politics-business-private actors? 
6. Are core cities more dominant towards the agglomeration?  
 Relationship between core city and suburb communities? 
 Who represents the regional level on the international level? 
7. Are core cities more dominant towards the regional level? (multi-level-governance) 
 Who is in charge of the international activities? Zero-sum-game? 
 What is the role of the cantonal level in cities‟ international activities? 
 Relationship between the foreign politics of the regional and the city level 
8. Are core cities more dominant towards the national level? (multi-level-governance) 
 Who is in charge of the international activities? Zero-sum-game? 
 Relationship between the foreign politics of the national and the city level 
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C) Theoretical Questions for each city region: 
1. Strategy behind the international activities? 
2. Steering? Who? Or single actions? 
3. General orientation behind the activities? Aim, goals?  
4. Towards a more economic or towards a more social orientation?  
5. Bypassing? Who, what and what for? 
6. Rescaling strategy? Against what scale? Why?  
7. Bureau shaping? Who profits from, who initiates the activities? 
8. Conclusion: Rescaling or not? Bureau-shaping or not? 
 
Appendix 2: Interview Guideline 
 
1. Einleitung 
Wie in meinem Brief schon kurz angetönt arbeitet unser Institut zur Zeit an einem Forschungsprojekt zur 
Aussenpolitik von Städten. Darunter verstehen wir jede grenzüberschreitende Zusammenarbeit zwischen 
Städten, welche mindestens eine Partnerstadt in einem anderen Land umfasst.  
 
Also bei unserem Projekt geht es einerseits um die Frage, ob es überhaupt wichtig ist, wie eine Stadt 
international da steht. Und andererseits geht es um die Frage, ob und wie die Städtischen Behörden die 
internationale Stellung ihrer Stadt beeinflussen können und was da zum Erfolg führt. Da gibt es ja verschiedenste 
Möglichkeiten: Städtenetzwerke, Städtepartnerschaften, internationale Grossereignisse usw. und darum würde 
ich gerne mit Ihnen über XY reden. 
 
Ich bin sehr gespannt, Ihre Überlegungen zu diesen Themen zu hören. Ich habe mir dazu jeweils ein paar 
Anhaltspunkte notiert, die wir aber nicht unbedingt der Reihe nach durchgehen müssen. Ich würde einerseits 
gerne über den Inhalt der Kooperation sprechen, aber dann auch über die Zusammenarbeit innerhalb der 
Schweiz, also die Zusammenarbeit mit anderen Gemeinden, dem Kanton und allenfalls auch dem Bund. 
 
2. Thema: Inhalt der Kooperation 
Als erstes könnten wir vielleicht darüber reden, wie das Ganze begonnen hat. 
2.1  Also wie ist es zu dieser internationalen Zusammenarbeit im Bereich XY gekommen? Wer hat das in 
die Hand genommen, wie ist das entstanden und warum hat man das seinerzeit gemacht? 
 Initiator? Person! Weitere involvierte Personen aus Politik und privaten Organisationen 
 Orientierung in der Gründungsphase?  
 Wie war der Entscheidungsprozess? Konflikte, Konsens, Meinungen… 
 Wie lange ging das, wann war das? 
 Warum hat man sich entschieden, da mitzumachen? Motivation! 
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Daran schliesst sich natürlich auch die Frage an, um was es denn in diesem Netzwerk eigentlich geht.  
2.2  Dabei interessiert mich vor allem, was denn der internationale Kontakt bringt und wie die 
Zusammenarbeit der Stadt XY in diesem Netzwerk aussieht? Auf welchen Gebieten wird kooperiert 
und wie ist die Stellung der Stadt XY innerhalb dieser internationalen Kooperation? 
 Vorreiterrolle, Gründungsmitglied oder eher passiv, mitmachen? 
 Beiträge, Mitarbeit, Mitwirkung, Mitbestimmung? 
 Wer geht da hin?  
 Wie wird das gerechtfertigt? 
 Geht es eher um eine inhaltliche Kooperation (Thema zentral) oder um einen Erfahrungsaustausch 
(Menschen zentral)?  
 Inhaltlicher Wandel über die Zeit hinweg? 
 
2.3  Wie wichtig ist diese internationale Zusammenarbeit? Also einerseits für die ganze Stadt, aber natürlich 
auch für ihr Amt/ihre Abteilung, aber auch für Sie persönlich?  
 Was ist die Motivation dahinter? 
 Welche Rechtfertigung gibt es für die Stadtbehörden, Steuergelder auszugeben?  
 Verbesserung der internationalen Stellung der Stadt?  
 Persönliche Vorteile?  
 Vorteile für das Amt? 
 Provokativ: Beamtenreisli!!! 
 Gibt es da unterschiedliche politische Interpretationen? D.h. sieht das die Linke anders als die Rechte? 
Warum? 
 Was bringt es? Wem bringt es was? 
 Gab es einen Wandel bezüglich dieser Zusammenarbeit oder der Wichtigkeit über die Zeit hinweg? 
 
2.4  Gibt es eine Verbindung zu sogenannten zivilgesellschaftlichen Akteuren? Also werden beispielsweise 
Nichtregierungsorganisationen  miteinbezogen in die internationale Zusammenarbeit? Oder gibt es eine 
Verbindung zur Wirtschaft? 
 Wie geschieht dies?  
 Auf wessen Initiative?  
 Falls nicht: Warum nicht?  
 
2.5  Welche Strategie verfolgt die Stadt XY bezüglich der internationalen Zusammenarbeit im Bereich XY? 
Hat sich diese Strategie im Laufe der Zeit geändert? Worauf ist das zurückzuführen? 
 Politische/soziale oder ökonomische Ausrichtung? 
 Einschätzung: gut/schlecht - hilfreich/weniger hilfreich? 
 Strategie dahinter?  
 Begründung für diese Strategie?  
 Auseinandersetzungen um diese Strategien: politisches Tauziehen, wer hat die Auseinandersetzung 
geschlichtet?  
 Änderung der Strategien in den 1970ern, 1980ern, 1990ern? 
 Gab es andere Strategien die diskutiert wurden/werden? Weshalb wurden diese Ideen verworfen? 
 
3. Thema: Innenpolitischer Aspekt 
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Es gibt ja immer noch einen ‚innenpolitischen‟ Aspekt bei internationalen Aktivitäten von Gemeinden. Wie 
beurteilen Sie diesbezüglich das Verhältnis zu den anderen Schweizerischen Playern, Konkret: Gemeinden in der 
Agglomeration, dem Kanton, oder dem Bund? 
 
3.1  Dabei stellt sich natürlich als erstes auch noch die Frage nach der Koordination innerhalb der Stadt. 
Also wie ist ihre Zusammenarbeit auf der internationalen Ebene innerhalb der Stadt verknüpft?   
 Repräsentation? Wer ist verantwortlich, wem muss man Rechenschaft ablegen? 
 War das schon mal Gegenstand von Diskussionen? Intern oder sogar extern (Parlament, Bevölkerung)? 
 Wer koordiniert? 
 Was wird koordiniert? 
 Wenn nicht: Warum nicht? Gab es Ansätze? 
 
3.2  Wie ist das Verhältnis zu den Agglomerationsgemeinden bezüglich internationaler Zusammenarbeit? 
Gab es hier Kontakte? 
 Zieht man an einem Strick oder eher verzettelte Aktivitäten? 
 Konkurrenzdenken oder Konsensorientierung? 
 Welche Zusammenarbeitsformen gibt es?  
 Vorreiterrolle der Stadt? Motor der internationalen Zusammenarbeit?  
 Wer gibt den Ton an?  
 Anpassungen von Gemeinden nach Initiativen der Stadt bzw. umgekehrt? 
 Gab es Widerspruch/Widerstand bei einzelnen Engagements? 
 Konkurrenz/Konflikte? Wer setzt sich durch? 
 Wovon hängt es ab, ob das diesbezügliche Verhältnis zu den anderen Gemeinden gut oder schlecht ist? 
 Wenn gar nichts: Warum nicht? Gab es Ansätze? 
 
3.3  Wie ist das Verhältnis zum Kanton bezüglich der internationalen Aktivität XY? Gab es hier 
Kontakte/Zusammenarbeit? 
 Zieht man an einem Strick oder eher verzettelte Aktivitäten? 
 Konkurrenzdenken oder Konsensorientierung? 
 Welche Zusammenarbeitsformen gibt es?  
 Vorreiterrolle der Stadt? Motor der internationalen Verflechtung?  
 Gab es Anpassungen des Kantons nach gewissen Initiativen der Stadt? Umgekehrt? 
 Gab es Widerspruch/Widerstand bei einzelnen Engagements? 
 Konkurrenz/Konflikte? Wer setzt sich durch? 
 Wovon hängt es ab, ob das diesbezügliche Verhältnis zum Kanton gut oder schlecht ist? 
 Wenn gar nichts: Warum nicht? Gab es Ansätze? 
 Kann das Engagement als Konkurrenz zu Kantonsaktivitäten betrachtet werden? Warum? Warum 
nicht?  
 
3.4  Wie ist das Verhältnis zu Bundesbern bezüglich der internationalen Aktivität XY? Gab es hier 
Kontakte/Zusammenarbeit? 
 Zieht man an einem Strick oder eher verzettelte Aktivitäten? 
 Konkurrenzdenken oder Konsensorientierung? 
 Welche Zusammenarbeitsformen gibt es?  
 Vorreiterrolle der Stadt? Motor der internationalen Verflechtung? Gab es Anpassungen des Bundes 
nach gewissen Initiativen von XY? Umgekehrt? 
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 Gab es Widerspruch/Widerstand bei einzelnen Engagements? 
 Konkurrenz/Konflikte? Wer setzt sich durch? 
 Wovon hängt es ab, ob das diesbezügliche Verhältnis zum Bund gut oder schlecht ist? 
 Kann das Engagement als Konkurrenz zu Bundesaktivitäten betrachtet werden? Warum? Warum nicht? 
Begibt man sich nicht irgendwie auf das Parkett des Nationalstaates mit diesem Engagement? 
3.5  Zum Abschluss vielleicht noch eine etwas philosophische Frage. Aber man kann sich fragen, inwiefern 
diese internationalen Aktivitäten etwas mit Globalisierung zu tun haben? Wie sehen Sie das in Ihrem 
Bereich? 
 Internationale Anbindung? 
 Bedeutung dieser Anbindung? 
 EU-Frage!!! 
 Ist eine Zusammenarbeit heute dringender als früher? Wenn ja, warum? 
 Leute dazu bringen, sich in Globalisierungsdiskurs zu positionieren. 
 
4. Abschluss 
 
  Abschlussfrage: Haben wir noch irgend etwas Wichtiges vergessen? 
 
 Wichtig zum Schluss. Nachhaken für weitere Interviewpartner! 
 Und Nachhaken nach grauer Literatur: Informationsmaterial!!! 
 
Dank und Verabschiedung 
 
 
